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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 14-24 have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claim14-24 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 14,15-20, 21,23, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mori (US 6084685) hereinafter Mori and Leong et al (US 
6687018) hereinafter Leong , and further in view of Kashiwagi et al (US 5377016) 
hereinafter Kashiwagi. 

4. In regards to claims 14 and 21 , Mori teaches of : 

• a plurality of request processing units that process request received from at least 
one of the multifunction machines (Col 2 lines 30-40, Col 3 lines 60-65, Col 4 
lines 1-5); 

• an assigning unit that assigns the request processing unit to the multifunction 
based on the request (Col 5, lines 44-54) wherein the assigning unit is the 
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computer (50) because it decides which unit will receive the data based on the 
type of processing that is required; 

• Mori does not explicitly teach of the completion-of-assignment notification 
indicating that processing of the request is possible and an information recorder 
that has multifunction connection information, the multifunction connection 
information indicative of whether the multifunction machine is in an operable 
state in linkage with the server, wherein the request is received based on the 
multifunction connection information. In an analogous art, Leong teaches on 
these aspects. Leong teaches of the completion-of notification. . .... (Col 6, lines . 

50-60) and an information recorder that (Col 7, lines 65-67, Col 8, lines 1-15) 

wherein the information recorder is the output device and the operable state is 
that the printer is idle (i.e. available to receive and print a job). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate the teachings of Leong into Mori's invention because both invention 
relates to the facilitation of image processing or image generation. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated because it would eliminate the 
need for a user to know the status and attributes of every printer as reasons 
discussed by Leong (Col 1, lines 40-60, Col 2, lines 1-5). 

• In regards to the remaining limitations of claims 14 and 21 , neither Mori nor 
Leong explicitly teach on those aspects. Mori teaches of using a predetermined 
time mechanism (Fig 7, Col 12, lines 35-45). In an analogous art, Kashiwagi 
teaches of using cancellation means (Col 6, lines 25-45). Mori's invention relates 
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to providing an efficient multifunction processing system (Col 1, lines 15-25). 
Kashiwagi's invention relates to a multifunction image processing system (Col 1, 
lines 5-15). Modifying Mori's invention so that a cancellation is done if data is not 
received in a predetermined time would result in a more efficient system because 
it would allow the system to efficient allocate and use its resources. It is for this 
reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have 
been motivated to make the above-mentioned modifications. 

5. In regards to claim 1 5, Leong teaches of the completion-of -assignment 
notification (Col 6, lines 50-60). 

6. In regards to claim 16, Mori teaches of fax that faxes an image data (Col 3, lines 
65-67), and wherein the request fax and sends the image data.... (Col 4, lines 1-10). 

7. In regards to claim 17, Mori teaches of a recorder that records image data 
wherein the request processing unit records the image data (Col 5, lines 39-48). 

8. In regards to claim 18, Mori teaches of utilizing situation recorder that 

records the utilizing situation information back to said node having transmitted a 

transmission request (Col 5, lines 55-60). 

9. In regards to claim 19, Mori teaches of wherein the utilizing situation.... (Col 5, 
lines 55-60) and in accordance with a predetermined schedule ( Col 12, lines 33-45). 

10. In regards to claim 20, Mori does not explicitly teach of : a destruction detecting 
unit that detects a destruction.... Kashiwagi teaches on these aspects (Col 6, lines 40- 
45). Refer to claim 14 for motivation. 
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11. In regard to claim 23, Mori does not explicitly teach of this limitation. Leong 
teaches of wherein the server has information of each of the multifunction machine and 
the information has the status of the multifunction machine (Col 6, lines 44-60, Col 8, 
lines 1-15). 

12. In regards to claim 24, Mori teaches of refer to the discussion of claim 14. In 
regards to the limitation : wherein the server has at least one of option 
information.... Leon teaches of wherein the server has at least one of option information, 
the option information is information of a function executable by the multifunction 
machine (Col 6, lines 59-65, Col 8, lines 3-11). Refer to claim 14 for motivation. 



13. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mori , and further in view of Matusmoto et al (US 20010038632) hereinafter 
Matusmoto 

14. In regards to claims 22 Mori teaches of assigning a processing request to a 
usable multifunction apparatuses based on operation content of the request (Col 5, lines 
44-54) and executing a function via the usable multifunction apparatus in accordance 
with the assigned request (Col 7, lines 1-15). Mori does not explicitly teach of 
transmitting a notification indicative of the assignment to the usable multifunction 
apparatus. In an analogous art, Matusmoto teaches on this aspect (Abstract, Fig 4,). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of invention to 
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incorporate the teachings of Matusmoto into Mori because both inventions relates to the 
facilitation of image processing or image generation. One of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention would have been motivated because it would improve 
communication efficiency which is desirable as discussed by Matusmoto (Paragraph 
[0006, lines 9-14, Paragraph [0008]). 

Conclusion 

15. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action, In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/721,512 



Page 7 



Art Unit: 2142 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl M. Reid whose telephone number is 571 272 
3903. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri (7-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should . 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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